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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Reatriction3 

1. Regarding Claim 54, Applicant's argument addressing its 
being a generic claim is found persuasive and is rejoined for 
examination purposes. 

Applicant's election with traverse of Species 3 in the 
reply filed on May 10, 2006, is acknowledged. The traversal is 
on the ground (s) that the species are not independent or 
distinct. This is not found persuasive because Applicant's 
argument is believed to be in error. Applicant states in 
paragraph 3 of the Remarks section, ''Species 1-6 have the 
unifying concept of a connector strap...a hinge portion in the 
web...." - Examiner believes this argument unpersuasive because the 
''hinge portion" is not introduced to the connector strap until 
Claim 4. Furthermore, upon review of the Figures submitted with 

i 

the application, only Species 5 contains a hinge portion. It is 
therefore the conclusion of the Examiner that the species are 
indeed independent and distinct. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore 
made FINAL. 

As noted in the reply filed May 10, 2006, Applicant elected 
Species 3, which in both the specification filed by the 
Applicant and the Restriction issued by the Examiner dated March 
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11, 2006, covered Figures 30-33. Applicant elected claims to 
cover additional species (e.g. in elected Claim 4, Applicant 
states the web includes a hinge portion) ; therefore, the 
Examiner will only examine claims that correspond to Species 3, 
As a result, the following claims will not be examined and 
considered non-elected: 4-13, 14-18, 19-24, 26-29, 32, 35, 36, 
45, 46, 55, 67, and 68. The following claims will be examined: 
1-3, 25, 30, 31, 33, 34, 37-44, 47-54, and 56-66. 

Drawings 

1. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The 
drawings must show every feature of the invention specified in 
the claims. Therefore, the nail plate in Claim 37, depending 
from Claim 33, must be shown or the feature (s) canceled from the 
claim (s) . No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37. CFR 1.121(d) 
are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment 
of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior 
version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. 
The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be 
labeled as ^'amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered 
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and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the 
several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional 
replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of 
the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the 
filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin 
as either ''Replacement Sheet" or ''New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.121(d) . If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to 
the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

1. Claims 1, 2, 3, 25, 30/ 31, 33, 34, 38, 39, 43, 44, 48, 49, 
51, 52 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C* 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Colonias et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5, 109,646). 

Regarding Claim 1, Colonias discloses a connector strap 
(Figure 10) having a web (see element ''A'' from attached Figure 
10 of Colonias below), a first sidestep portion (see element "'B" 



Application/ Control Number: 10/605,595 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3635 

from attached Figure 10 of Colonias below) extending laterally 
from the first end of the web, a second sidestep portion (see 
element ''C" from attached Figure 10 of Colonias below) extending 
laterally from the second end of the web, and the first sidestep 
portion and the second sidestep portion cooperate to form a 
recess (see element ''D'^ from attached Figure 10 of Colonias 
below) . While Examiner notes that Figure 10 from Colonias is 
not in the final formation, it meets all the elements of the 
Claim and the invention as shown in Figure 10 of Colonias is 
capable of performing equally as well with the Applicant's 
invention. 
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Regarding Claim 2, Colonias discloses the web (A, above) as 
elongated. 

Regarding Claim 3, Colonias discloses the web (A, above) as 
planar. 

Regarding Claim 25, only the connecting strap is being 
claimed. The phrase ^'wherein a third truss member is positioned 
within the recess of a connector to allow the connector to wrap 
around the third chord member when mounting the first and second 
chord members together with the connector,'' is a statement of 
intended use of the claimed invention and must result in a 
structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is 
capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Regarding Claim 30, Colonias discloses the first and second 
sidestep portions (B and C respectively, above) extending 
generally parallel to the web (A, above) and interconnected to 
the web in an offset manner by a laterally extending connecting 
web (E, above) . 

Regarding Claim 31, Colonias discloses the laterally 
extending connecting web (E, above) oriented angularly with 
respect to the web (see Figure 10 from Colonias, generally) . 
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Regarding claim 33, Colonias discloses the web (A above) 
including at least one mounting portion (F, above) . 

Regarding Claim 34, Colonias discloses the mounting portion 
comprising an aperture (64'') . 

Regarding Claim 38, Colonias discloses the first sidestep 
portion (B, above) having at least one mounting portion thereon 
(G, above) . 

Regarding Claim 39, Colonias discloses the mounting portion 
comprising an aperture (64") . 

Regarding Claim 43, Colonias discloses the second sidestep 
portion (C, above) having at least one mounting portion thereon 
(H, above) . 

Regarding Claim 44, Colonias discloses the mounting portion 
comprising an aperture (64") . 

Regarding Claim 48, Colonias discloses that the web (A, 
above) is deformable (12, 13) between a first linear position 
and a second final mounting position. 

Regarding Claim 49, only the connector strap is being 
claimed. The phrase "'wherein the first sidestep portion has an 
integral mounding portion thereon and the second sidestep 
portion has a field mounting thereon," is a statement of 
intended use of the claimed invention and must result in a 
structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
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prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is 
capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Regarding Claim 51, only the connector strap is being 
claimed. The phrase ''wherein the integral mounting portion of 
the first sidestep portion is integrally mounted to a first 
chord member of the truss at the time of the manufacture of the 
truss, and the second sidestep portion is extended from the 
first truss member in a position adapted to receive a second 
chord member of the truss," is a statement of intended use of 
the claimed invention and must result in a structural difference 
between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to 
patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. 
If the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended 
use, then it meets the claim. 

Regarding Claim 52, only the connector strap is being 
claimed. The phrase, ''wherein the second truss member is 
mounted to the second sidestep portion of the connector when the 
truss is erected in the field," is a statement of intended use 
of the claimed invention and must result in a structural 
difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the 
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prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing 
the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Regarding Claim 53, only the connector strap is being 
claimed. The phrase, ^'wherein a third truss member is 
positioned within the recess of the connector to allow the 
connector to wrap around the third chord member when mounting 
the first and second chord members together with the connector, " 
is a statement of intended use of the claimed invention and must 
result in a structural difference between the claimed invention 
and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is 
capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior ' 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 
Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 
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establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness , 

Claims 37, 40, 41, 42, 47 and 50 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being \inpatentable over Colonias et al. in view 

of Williams (U.S. Patent No. 6,171,043 Bl) . 

Regarding Claim 37, Colonias discloses the claimed 
invention except that the mounting portion of the web (from 
Claim 33) comprises a nail plate. Williams discloses a 
connecting strap (10) where the mounting portion of the web 
comprises a nail plate (35, 37) . It would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the nail plate in Williams with the 
mounting portion of the web in Colonias. One would have been 
motivated to make such a modification because nail plates would 
omit the need to separately carry fasteners (e.g. nails) and 
would simplify attaching the strap to the item to be connected. 

Regarding Claim 40, Colonias discloses the claimed 
invention except that the mounting portion of the first sidestep 
potion (from Claim 38) comprises an integral connector. 
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Williams discloses a connecting strap (10) where the mounting 
portion of the first sidestep portion (30) comprises an integral 
connector (35, 37) . It would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to combine the integral connectors in Williams with the mounting 
portion of the first sidestep portion in Colonias. One would 
have been motivated to make such a modification because integral 
connectors would omit the need to separately carry fasteners 
(e.g. nails) and would simplify attaching the strap to the item 
to be connected. 

Regarding Claim 41, Colonias discloses the claimed 
invention except that the mounting portion of the first sidestep 
portion (from Claim 38) comprises a drivable connector. 
Williams discloses a connecting strap (10) where the mounting 
portion of the first sidestep portion comprises a drivable 
connector (35, 37) . It would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to combine the drivable connector in Williams with the mounting 
portion of the first sidestep in Colonias. One would have been 
motivated to make such a modification because drivable 
connectors would omit the need to separately carry fasteners 
(e.g. nails) and would simplify attaching the strap to the item 
to be connected. 



Application/Control Number: 10/605,595 Page 13 

Art Unit: 3635 

Regarding Claim 42, Colonias discloses the claimed 
invention except that the mounting portion of the first sidestep 
potion (from Claim 38) comprises a nail plate. Williams 
discloses a connecting strap (10) where the mounting portion of 
the first sidestep portion (30) comprises a nail plate (35, 37) . 
It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to combine the nail 
plate in Williams with the mounting portion of the first 
sidestep portion in Colonias. One would have been motivated to 
make such a modification because nail plates would omit the need 
to separately carry fasteners (e.g. nails) and would simplify 
attaching the strap to the item to be connected. 

Regarding Claim 47, Colonias discloses the claimed 
invention except that the mounting portion of the second^ 
sidestep potion (from Claim 43) comprises a nail plate. 
Williams discloses a connecting strap (10) where the mounting 
portion of the second sidestep portion (25) comprises a nail 
plate (35, 37) . It would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to combine the nail plate in Williams with the mounting portion 

r 

of the second sidestep portion in Colonias. One would have been 
motivated to make such a modification because nail plates would 
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omit the need to separately carry fasteners (e.g. nails) and 
would simplify attaching the strap to the item to be connected. 

Regarding Claim 50, Colonias discloses the claimed 
invention except that the mounting portion of the first sidestep 
potion (from Claim 49) comprises a nail plate. Williams 
discloses a connecting strap (10) where the mounting portion of 
the second sidestep portion (25) comprises a nail plate (35, 
37) . It would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
nail plate in Williams with the mounting portion of the first 
sidestep portion in Colonias. One would have been motivated to 
make such a modification because nail plates would omit the need 
to separately carry fasteners (e.g. "^nails) and would simplify 
attaching the strap to the item to be connected. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 54 and 56-66 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to William 
V. Gilbert whose telephone number is 571.272.9055. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 08:00 to 17:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Carl Friedman can be 
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reached on 571.272.6842. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 

571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 



like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





^ CaHftf«Sdman 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group 3600 



